United States of America

DRAFT PROPOSAL FOR THE WORK OF THE CONFERENCE

Agenda Item 1.12: to consider possible changes in response to Resokf (Rev.

Marrakesh, 2002)of the Plenipotentiary Conference: “Advance pudtimn, coordination,
notification and recording procedures for frequeasgignments pertaining to satellite networks”
in accordance with Resoluti@t (WRC-03);

Background Information:

1. The scope and criteria to be used for the impleat®n of Resolution 86 (Rev. Marrakesh,
2002) of the Plenipotentiary Conference by futuogld/radiocommunication conferences
(WRCs) is established in Resoluti8é (WRC-03) Resolves5 of Resolutior86 (WRC-03)
resolves'to consider any changes to provisions of the Radio Regulations for space services that
would result in the simplification of the procedures and the work of the Bureau and/or
administrations.”

2. Administrative due diligence applicable to someliédé Radiocommunication services was
first adopted by WRC-97 as a means of addressmgnbblem of reservation of orbit and
spectrum capacity without actual use (i.e., “paatéllites) and was contained in several
provisions of the Radio Regulations and also Rewmwmd9. The WRC recognized that a trial
period was required in order to gain experiendhéneffectiveness of administrative due
diligence and reports have been made to WRC-20RRCW3, and the Plenipotentiary
Conference (Marrakesh 2002).

Administrative due diligence, in its current forapnsists in disclosure of data on the
implementation of a satellite network or satelfijstem of the fixed-satellite service, mobile-
satellite service or broadcasting-satellite serwdé frequency assignments that are subject to
coordination under No$.7,9.11, 9.12 9.12Aand9.13and Resolutio33 (Rev.WRC-03)as

well as to any such satellite network not yet rdedrin the Master International Frequency
Register by 22 November 1997. The due diligent@mmation include the name of the
spacecraft manufacturer; the contractual date lofetg and the number of satellites procured;
and the name of the launch vehicle provider anattiméractual launch date.

A frequency assignment for a space station subgeResolutiord9 (Rev. WRC-03)will no
longer be taken into account for the maximum peabseven years from the date of receipt of
information required under N&.1 of the Radio Regulations if the complete due diligge
information is not provided prior to the end of {eriod established as the regulatory limit for
bringing into use.

3. Pursuant to the requirements of Resolud8®nRev.WRC-03) Resolutior85 (Minneapolis,
1998) and Resolutiodl (WRC-2000) the Director of the Radiocommunication Bureau is
required to report to future radiocommunicationfeoences on the results of the implementation
of the administrative due diligence procedure. WEIDO was also required, under the
provisions of Resolution 85 (Minneapolis, 1998t@luate the results of the implementation of



administrative due diligence and to inform the Rletentiary Conference in 2002 of its
conclusions in that regard. In addition, ResoluBan(WRC-2000)instructs the Director of the
Radiocommunication Bureau to report to the 2002 Plenipotentiary Conferencéh@ results of
the implementation of the administrative due ditige procedure.

4. The Director of the Radiocommunications Buremsgnted the following report to WRC-03,
the most recent report on the topic: (WRC-03 Carfee Document No. 4. Quoted in part)
“6 Due diligence

6.1 Introduction

The Radiocommunication Bureau presents this Repotihe activities it has undertaken
pursuant to the requirements of Resolud@n(Rev.WRC-2000) ResolutiorB5
(Minneapolis, 1998)and Resolution 81 (WRC-2000). Under the provisiohthese
resolutions, the Director of the RadiocommunicaBameau was required to report to
WRC-2000 on the results of the implementation efadministrative due diligence
procedure. WRC-2000 was also required, under tbe@gions of Resolutio85
(Minneapolis, 1998)to evaluate the results of the implementationdmhimistrative due
diligence and to inform the Plenipotentiary Confexein 2002 of its conclusions in that
regard. ResolutioB1 (WRC-2000)provided the required report. In addition,

Resolution81 (WRC-2000)instructed the Director of the RadiocommunicaBureau

to report to the 2002 Plenipotentiary Conferencéherresults of the implementation of
the administrative due diligence procedure. Thiereis an updated version of the report
submitted to PP-02 by the Bureau.

6.3 Results of the process

Detailed information/statistics on the processigghe Bureau of Resolution 49
(Rev.WRC-2000) due diligence requests and notiesa@ntained in Annex 2. At this
stage in the implementation of Resolutéth (Rev.WRC-2000)the Bureau has not
encountered any administrative difficulty in applyithe provisions and in gathering and
publishing information except some regulatory refirents which could be made and
will be reported to WRC-03, As noted above, it m®lved the collection of
considerable data and the application of Bureaouress (approximately 1.2
professional and 0.3 general staff per annum).

The Bureau notes also that, in addition to pulibeain the IFIC, due diligence
information is made available on the ITU websita (ilon-planned services). The Bureau
has not so far received queries from any admirtistrabn the information received and
published pursuant to the requirements of the Riésol



ANNEX 2

Details of the implementation of Resolution 49 (ReWRC-2000)

Res. 49 Number of Period of Due diligence | Due diligence | Cancellation
Requests administrations survey received by published by | by 31.12.2002
(humber of 31.12.2002 31.12.2002 (number of
networks) (number of (number of networks)
networks) networks)
Non- 1574 Over 45 DBIU 878 878 152*
planned <30.06.03
services
Planned 179** 32 DBIU 42 42 2
services < 01.06.03

*  All satellite networks cancelled under provisidon. 11.44 of the Radio Regulations (frequency assgnt not
brought into use within the regulatory time-frame).

** 108 reminders have been sent in accordance nefiblves 4 and Paragraph 10 of Annex 1 to Resolution 49. 11
Special Sections (AP30/E, AP30A/E) were publisteechbdify the date of bringing into use.

5. WRC-03 suppressed Ndsl.44B C, D, E, F, G, H, andl, thus removing the requirement for
due diligence information related to extendingtiéfied date of bringing into use. Except for
specific cases involving launch failure and assignta in the Appendi®0/30Alist, WRC-03
changed the time limit for bringing into use froivef years with a possibility for a two-year
extension to a straight seven years after theafateceipt of Advance Publication information.

6. WRC-2000 also adopted Nbl1.44.1 which requires that the first notice for recoglof an
assignment under N&1.15be received by the Bureau by the end of the seean{yeriod or the
assignment will no longer be taken into account.

7. Initially, application of Resolutiod9 and the relevant provisions of the Radio Regutetio
resulted in the cancellation of a number of sdéefilings. Now that assignments must be brought
into use and the first notification and completeédliligence” information must be submitted all
within the same seven-year regulatory time linhig tole of due diligence in canceling “paper”
satellites is significantly diminished.

8. ResolutioM9 has served its purpose. Cancellation due toréatlu either bring the satellite
network or system into use or submit the first ficgtion is a sufficient means of further addregsin
the problem of reservation of orbit and spectrupac#y without actual use. With the decline of
the backlog and in order to conserve the resowtt®e Bureau and administrations, the necessity
for Resolutiom9is no longer supported. Noting the extra resaiused by the Bureau for
Resolutiom49 implementation, both personnel and maintainingRbsolutior49 data base,
suppressing Resolutiagt® will make additional resources available in a tiofi@ very tight budget
situation for the Bureau. Further, suppressingoRgi®n 49 will simplify the application of

Articles 9 and 11 as contemplatedregolves 5 of Resolutior86 (WRC-03)

2 DBIU = Date of bringing into use.



Proposals:

USA/ /1  SUP

RESOLUTION 49 (REV.WRC-03)

Administrative due diligence applicable to some satlite
radiocommunication services

Reasons With the decline of the backlog and the neesitiaplify procedures and conserve the
resources of the Bureau and administrations, digedce information is no longer needed and
Resolutiom49 can be suppressed.

USA/ /2 MOD

ARTICLE 9

Procedure for effecting coordination with or

obtaining agreement of other adminiiirs >#**578 (wrco3)

Reasons:Consequential to SUP note\.9.4.

USA/ /3 SUP

4 A9 4Resolutiond 9 (Rev WRC-2000) -shall-also-be-applied- with-respect to-those-saell
; I hid )

Reasons: Consequential to SUP Resolutiéd (Rev. WRC-03)

USA/ /4 MOD

ARTICLE 11

Notification and recording of frequency
assignments 1,2,3,4,5,6 (WRCO03)

Reasons: Consequential to SUP Note 2 A.11.2.

USA/ /5 SUP
32 A 112 Resolutiond9-(Rev:WRC-20007-shall-also-be-applied-with-respecthote-satellite
. : bii )

Editorial Note: footnote number 32 isin error it should read as number 2.



Reasons: Consequential to SUP Resolutié8 (Rev. WRC-03).
USA/ /6 MOD

1911.44.1 In the case of space station frequency assignniesitsire brought into use prior to the

completion of the coordination process-and-feratthe-Resolutiod9-(Rev-WRC-03)data
have been-submitted-to-the Bureting assignment shall continue to be taken intsidenation

for a maximum period of seven years from the dateaeipt of the relevant information under
No. 9.1 If the first notice for recording of the assignmteein question under N@1.15has not

been received by the Bureau by the end of thisregear period, the assignments shall no longer
be taken into account by the Bureau and administraitt The Bureau shall inform the notifying
administration of its pending actions three momnthadvance.

In the case of satellite networks for which relgvadvance publication information has been
received prior to 22 November 1997, the correspmngeriod will be nine years from the date
of publication of this information. (WRC-2000)

Reasons: Consequential to SUP Resolutiéd (Rev. WRC-03)
USA/ /7 SUP

RESOLUTION 55 (WRC-2000)

Temporary procedures for improving satellite network
coordination and notification procedures

Reasons: The temporary procedures are fully implementedthisdresolution, which, inter alia,
calls for electronic submission of due diligenc®imation, is no longer needed.



USA/ /8 SUP

RESOLUTION 81 (WRC-2000)

Evaluation of the administrative due diligence proedure
for satellite networks

Reasons: Consequential to SUP Resolutiéd (Rev. WRC-03)

USA/ /9 MOD
APPENDIX 30 (REV.WRC-03)

4.1.JisThe regulatory time-limit for bringing into use ah assignment in the List may be
extended once by not more than three years dwiteh failure in the following cases:

- the destruction of the satellite intended to dptime assignment into use;

- the destruction of the satellite launched toaeplan already operating satellite which is
intended to be relocated to bring another assighmemuse;or

- the satellite is launched, but fails to reactagisigned orbital location.

For this extension to be granted, the launch faimust have occurred at least five years after the
date of receipt of the complete Appendigdata. In no case shall the period of the extensidhe
regulatory time-limit exceed the difference in tilmetween the three-year period and the period
remaining from the date of the launch failure te &md of the regulatory time-lirfiitin order to

take advantage of this extension, the adminismmatiwll have, within one month of the launch
failure or one month after 5 July 2003 Whlche\mmes later, notlfled the Bureau in ertlng of the
date of the launchuehfailure

4.2.@isThe regulatory time-limit for bringing into use af assignment in the Region 2 Plan
obtained through application of § 4.2 may be ex¢elhoihce by not more than three years due to
launch failure in the following cases:

- the destruction of the satellite intended to dptime assignment into use;

6 For a launch failure which occurred before 5 2093, the maximum extension of three years
shall apply as from 5 July 2003wRrc-03)



- the destruction of the satellite launched toaeplan already operating satellite which is
intended to be relocated to bring another assighmemuse;or

- the satellite is launched, but fails to reactagsigned orbital location.

For this extension to be granted, the launch failaust have occurred at least five years after the
date of receipt of the complete Appendigdata. In no case shall the period of the extensidhe
regulatory time-limit exceed the difference in tilmetween the three-year period and the period
remaining from the date of the launch failure te émd of the regulatory time-lii# In order to
take advantage of this extension, the administragiall have, within one month of the launch
failure or one month after 5 July 2003, Whlche\mmes later, notlfled the Bureau in writing of
suchthe date of the laundhilure -

Reasons: Consequential to SUP Resolutiéd (Rev. WRC-03)

USA/ /10 MOD

APPENDIX 30A (REV.WRC-03)

4.1.JisThe regulatory time-limit for bringing into use assignment in the List may be extended
once by not more than three years due to launtiréain the following cases:

- the destruction of the satellite intended to dptime assignment into usa;

- the destruction of the satellite launched toaeplan already operating satellite which is
intended to be relocated to bring another assighmanuse;or

- the satellite is launched, but fails to reactagisigned orbital location.

For this extension to be granted, the launch failaust have occurred at least five years after the
date of receipt of the complete Appendigdata. In no case shall the period of the extensidhe
regulatory time-limit exceed the difference in tilmetween the three-year period and the period
remaining from the date of the launch failure te émd of the regulatory time-lirfitin order to

take advantage of this extension, the administafall have, within one month of the launch
failure or one month after 5 July 2003, whichevames later, notified the Bureau in writing of

15 For a launch failure which occurred before 5 R093, the maximum extension of three years
shall apply as from 5 July 2003(wRrc-03)

8 For a launch failure which occurred before 5 2093, the maximum extension of three years
shall apply as from 5 July 2003.(wrc-03)



4.2.@isThe regulatory time-limit for bringing into use ah assignment in the Region 2 Plan
obtained through application of 8 4.2 may be ex¢elhahce by no more than three years due to
launch failure in the following cases:

- the destruction of the satellite intended to dptime assignment into usa;

- the destruction of the satellite launched toaeplan already operating satellite which is
intended to be relocated to bring another assighmemuse;or

- the satellite is launched, but fails to reactagisigned orbital location.

For this extension to be granted, the launch faimust have occurred at least five years after the
date of receipt of the complete Appendigata. In no case shall the period of the extensidhe
regulatory time-limit exceed the difference in tilmetween the three-year period and the period
remaining from the date of the launch failure te émd of the regulatory time-lini& In order to
take advantage of this extension, the administiatfall have, within one month of the launch
failure or one month after 5 July 2003, whlche\mmes later, not|f|ed the Bureau in writing_of the
date of launcklsuehfailure Ay

Reasons Consequential to SUP Resoluti® (Rev. WRC-03)

18 For a launch failure which occurred before 5 2093, the maximum extension of three years
shall apply as from 5 July 2003wRrc-03)



